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To accept it, protested Pusey,136 'was to connive
at heresy/ They attempted to open up the whole
question of Dr. Hampden's orthodoxy but in vain.
Yet they learned certain important lessons. 'It
is certainly humbling enough/ Pusey wrote,137
'. . . if there is no help whatever, if any person,
however unfit, whether on moral or doctrinal
grounds, be chosen by the Minister of the day for
a Bishop, except in a resistance to the law.' 'The
injury therefore to the Church of England/ said
Mr. Baddeley in arguing for a mandamus in the
Court of Bang's Bench,188 'if its pastors are thus
to be forced upon it at the mere beck of the Prime
Minister of the day, will be incalculable.' For the
Church would lose its identity unless some means
were taken to remove it from control by the chance
turns of the political wheel. That, surely, was
what Newman had meant in 1836 when he asked
Pusey if it were not 'very clear that the English
Church subsists in the State, and has no internal
consistency (in matter of fact, I do not say in
theory) , to keep it together, is bound into one by
the imposition of articles and the inducement of
State protection, not by yOos and a common
faith ? If so, can we regret very much that a deceit
should be detected. ns9

Certain parliamentary legislation dealing with

II, 160.
137 Life, II, 165.
138 See Jelf, Beport of E. v. Canterbury (Archbishop).    The whole
case is most instructive.
139 Life of Pusey, Vol. I, p. 368.